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Psar Kr # President, 
•ear General ELsenhover, 

in the oriels that haa ariaan over Berlin. I «iah 
to point out to you what X believe to b« essential 

oonoerolng the attitude that ve of the Vest should 

Jointly adopt. 

in ay opinion, ve Bust not. abore all, give in to 
(any ultlnatun. especially regarding the oove&ente of 
our forces and supplies between Berlin end West Qercany. 
Ve hare the right of paesage. Hindrance to our passage 
on the part of anyone would therefore constitute a 
deliberate act of foroe against u«. ve should have to 
oppose such an aot with like means. The responsibility 
for what Might folio* vould rjl upon tho.e who flret 
need foroe to prevent ue fro* going to a place to which 
we have the right to go. 2n my opinion, thle le the 
essentia |«a«i. It could, aoroorer. be deelslvs, for 
X h/-o the feeling that the soviet leaders do not wish 
thla altuatlon to lead to war. 

Having aald thla. X do act believe that we should 
/reject negotiation through normal channels on all the 
probleaa that the Bnsslana, or we ourselves, would like 
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Bright Elsenhower, 

President of th» nnlt» 
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Booh relations vould not, of course, be directed 
toward the eetwW 1 shwent or a oomon political reglxae 
bat vould be deliberately United to such practical 
field* as transportation, poatal «cmffunleatlons, eo*- 
nonio cooperation^ supply, culture, Mvsftent of persons, 
etc. But the TeX7 raot that contact b vould be multi- 
plied between Oentans, vithln and to the benefit of the 
•German State, - vould keep alive the hope cf the people 
In their future unity* In any cace, such ah attitude 
on the psrt of the v*sterc povcrs vould give their 
policy a constructive character* 

With respect to the status of Berlin, the foUowl;4S 
position, should. In cy opinion, be maintained in any 
event: Veet Berlin is a Western city and wishes to 
regain so* Ve could no. agre* to have it otherwise* 
. That is why nothing vould be vorse than to let it be 
asffuraed that ve could a priori consider the withdrawal 
cf our forces* Our presence is a right which ve do not 
have to debate, even If the Hessians pretend to waive 
that right for thensclves* If they later propose 
Matures and guarantees concerning Vest Berlin that 
actually satisfy us, it vlU then be ti*e to crsnln* 
the question of ewr garrisons* 

The Matter of •disengagement 1 vould appear in an 
/entirely different light, depending en whether it was 
a question of controlled limitation cf arraaaente of all 
kinds over a very widespread area, for example, all 
Europe, the Arctic region, etc... or cf denilitarifc*tion, 
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to brins up. *» that j hww ^ mttiloni ^^^ 
the likelihood of an .ff .etWe .ettleaent. How.T.r. In 
▼*•» of vorld-wide •pprrtx.n.ion. an attitude of «*ru«ai 
to hold talk, wild, la v oplaion, ,*..,« „. «i«aA- 
▼mntage. than adrantag... it go., without aaying that. 
bofor. a ..uaulf .oaf .r«ee i. h.ld ui ^ ^^ / 
oate 1. «et for one, » meeting of foreign alnuter. 
•bould be called and b. allov.d to reaeln la ....*» f. r 
ao Be ttao. Katter* ahould be carried to further If «uoh 
* sectlnc faiw to yield C ood probability, of agreement 
on oone laportant points. 
. Wth re.peot to tho Geman problem ae a whole, we 

oouic not of eourae abandon the principle that reunifi- 
cation .hould take plaoe ;u.t aa .oon as clrouu.tanoe. 
pentlt. Xt 1 6 on the baal. of this principle that we 
«u.t refrain fro* recognliinc the •Oernan Democratic 
Rerublio- a. a wtrerelgn state, but. the ideal having 
been noclalaed and the dlatant goal dealgnated, the fact 
regain, that reunification i. not po.elble «t the pr..ent 
tlae. for that to bMoae po.elble, «re aoat .ltherilapc.e 
it upon flon.t Ru..la by force-whlch is not our Intention 
—or Jataala «ut «»• to Oeraan unity on the baal. or 
**••*», which U atrial*!, vill not do. However, ahlle 
aot oeaelag to aondea* the oppr...lon whereby the 
•oa»mi.t ayatea l. pwwtlne the Inhabitant, of *ru..ia 
and Saxony from expre.elns their will, we could wery 
•trongly and very urgently reoomaiend that a. nuacrou. 
and broad relation, a. po.elble be ..tabllehed between 
the two Oeraanle.. 
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that is to say, aeut ruination of Oernuny and, with 
their apparent counterpart, a el&ilar ayatea applied 
to East Oensony, Poland, and Cxaoho Slovakia. In the 
first case, wo should hare oo reason to rafuae to 
engage In discussions, 2n the second case, ve should 
do it only if the States that are to beoo»e buffer 
States are f lrat returned to their own people through 
free elections giving rlee to the formation or free 
govermsents, without which their neutralisation would 
be only a fie*na of trickinc ub. 

In any case, it eeene to me that you Americans, 
}the British, end vc French are not in very close 
agreenent in this grave international situation. Of 
course it la true that, for aany political end geo- 
graiJiical reasons, we zre impelled to oonaider suttera 
froo a somewhat different point of view. Howerer, it 
is you, the Americans, vho at present poeae&e the Boat 
powerful aeane— and by far— of the Veatara forces. 
I believe however, aa I wrote to you a short while ago, 
that it la of vital Internet to the free world that our 
cooperation at the world level be organised in the 
political field— ainoe the questions Involved could 
lead to war—and in the strategic field. 

Xf events should cause you to psy a personal visit 
to Franoe in the near future, this is a subject which, 
if you are willing, ve should have occasion to exanine 
tcoet carefully together. 

Please accept, Kr. President, the expression of 
uy highest consideration and slnoere friendship. 



C« de Gaulle 



